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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-47 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 . The applicant argues the prior art does not properly reject the claims (eg. 
there is no network element that has knowledge of the mobile's location and sends an 
"disable communications" command"). First and foremost, the ability to locate a mobile 
unit is well known and can be determined by either the network or mobile itself. The 
examiner's prior art clearly shows that both the mobile and/or network can determine 
the location and disable communications (Sagers shows the network sending a disable 
command prior to the user reaching a Hazardous Area). 

2. The applicant's broad use of the term "network element" do not limit the 
examiner's interpretation, hence at least Sagers teaches a "dispatch center" which has 
various components/elements which determines the mobile location and disable 
communications appropriately. 

3. The applicant alludes to hindsight being used (page 23), the examiner 
disagrees since the prior art clearly combines to read on the claims and motivation if 
found in the prior art (see columns/lines cited). 

4. The applicant puts forth their own interpretation of their claims and relates it to 
the art, eg. "..To put it another way, Sagers is interested in locations from which the 
mobile station is not allowed to transmit, as opposed to areas (of, for example, a 
network) that the mobile station is allowed to access (see page 24). This is a narrow 
interpretation as put forth by the applicant in the hopes of overcoming the prior art, but it 
fails. The claims do not empirically define what a network can/can't be, eg. the 
examiner broadly views the "network access" as being connecting to a mobile cellular 
network and NOT as the applicant interprets it as a "network". Until the applicant further 
defines this salient point, the examiner will hold to his broad interpretation (eg. that 
limiting the mobile's access in a specific location, fully reads on limiting the mobile's 
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access to "a network". Put another way, the applicant's "interpretation" is not found in 
the claim(s) and is therefore given no weight. 

5. Regarding the argument against Choi (claims 42-43), the applicant is 
attacking the references individually and not in a combined (USC 103) manner. Choi is 
used to merely address the fact that the prior art would pertain even if a relocation event 
(as per Choi) is proceeded with. 

6. It is the examiner's position that the claims should be further amended such 
that the broad terms/concepts put forth in the claims are better defined such that they 
do not read on the prior art (when a reasonable broad interpretation is used). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-42 and 45-47 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lindgren et al. US 6,775,534 and further in view of Sagers et al. US 5,442,805 and 
Kowaguchi US 6,201,973. 

As per claims 1, 18-20 and 35 and 46-47, Lindgren teaches a method 
comprising; 

Supporting emergency calls in a mobile network (abstract teaches a radio 
telecommunications system that allows a mobile to make an emergency call) said 
network comprising a network element (figure 1 shows a mobile system and it inherently 
comprises "network elements/components") , the method comprising: 

receiving a network access from a user equipment (C1, L15-20 teaches a "call 
request"); 

receiving network access information relating to said user equipment (Abstract 
teaches the mobile indicating that it is attempting to make an emergency call while C2, 
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L60-65 teaches authenticating the mobile device which requires information from the 
mobile device, eg. ESN, Phone Number, etc.. The amendment is broadly written and 
thus broadly interpreted). 

selectively controlling access to the network in dependence on said network 
access information (C1, L15-20 teaches "situations in which a call request may not be 
allowed"); and 

disabling the step selectively controlling access the network for an emergency 
call network access (C1, L40-45 teaches "allowing special treatment of emergency 
calls, so that such a call can be successful even though another voice call would not be 
allowed"); 

but is silent on said network access information indicating the areas the user 
equipment is allowed to access the network element receive user information/location 
data . 

Sagers teaches a method of inhibiting radio communications based on location 
whereby the dispatch center sends a message to the device (eg. based on it's location) 
which turns off/on the device (C3, L56 to C4, L34, specifically C4, L5-8). The examiner 
also notes that Kowaguchi teaches a mobile device that can determine it's own 
location and then use an inhibit table to turn itself Off/On (Abstract), eg. no "network 
access information" is needed to be received from the network. 

The examiner notes that Sagers teaches a dispatch center which can determine 
the mobile's location and determine if network access should be enabled/disabled. 

With further regard to claims 18-19, Lindgren shows in figures 1-4 the 
operational procedures that are performed in hardware and software (which reads on a 
computer program and code). 

With further regard to claim 20, Lindgren shows various network element(s) 
required to support the operational procedures of his invention (see figures 1-4). 

With further regard to claims 35 and 46-67, Lindgren teaches access and core 
networks (see figure 1) and the various steps as outlined above. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Lindgren, such that network access information indicating the areas the user is 
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allowed to access is received, to provide means for turning off/on the phone based on 
the user's location. 

As per claims 2 and 21, Lindgren teaches claim 1/20 wherein said receiving step 
includes receiving the network access information that comprises network area access 
information (C2, L41-53 teaches the mobile phone contacting the cellular network, via 
PDP Context Request message, which will inherently provide impetus for the cellular 
network to determine the location/network area access information, in order to provide 
an RF bearer channel. Lindgren states that the PDP activation includes "requested 
bandwidth, delay and other quality of service parameters"). 

As per claims 3 and 22, Lindgren teaches claim 1/20 further including the step of 
determining said network access comprises an emergency call (C2, L54-59 teaches the 
activation message includes an indication that the call is an emergency call). 

As per claims 4, 23 and 37, Lindgren teaches claim 3/22/35 wherein the step 
determining said network access an emergency call includes receiving an indication 
type call (C2, L54-59 teaches the activation message includes an "indication" that the 
call is an emergency call). 

As per claims 5 and 24, Lindgren teaches claim 4/23 further including the step of 
receiving the indication of the type of network access from the user equipment or from 
the network (figure 1 shows the message flows from/to mobile in order for the 
emergency call setup to occur, which reads on the claim). 

As per claims 6 and 25, Lindgren teaches claim 1/20, wherein said selectively 
controlling step includes selectively controlling the network which comprises an access 
network and a core network (figure 1 shows call setup control thru/via the RNC and 
SGSN/GGSN, which is interpreted as access/core networks). 
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As per claims 7 and 26, Lindgren teaches claim 6/25, wherein the steps of 
controlling and disabling the access to the network are performed in the access network 
(see figure 1). 

As per claims 8 and 27, Lindgren teaches claim 6/24 further comprising 
determining if said network access is an emergency call in dependence on receipt of an 
indication of the type of network access from the core network (see figure 1 and C2, 
L54-59). 

As per claims 9 and 28, Lindgren teaches claim 5/24 further comprising a step 
of activating the step disabling the step selectively controlling access to the network, 
wherein said activating step activates on receipt of indication of the type of network 
access being the emergency call (C1, L15-20 teaches "situations in which a call request 
may not be allowed" AND C1, L40-45 teaches "allowing special treatment of emergency 
calls, so that such a call can be successful even though another voice call would not be 
allowed"). 

As per claims 10 and 29, Lindgren teaches claim 1/20 further comprising 
detecting network access initiation, and, responsive thereto, disabling the step 
selectively controlling access to the network (C1, L15-20 teaches "situations in which a 
call request may not be allowed" AND C1, L40-45 teaches "allowing special treatment of 
emergency calls, so that such a call can be successful even though another voice call 
would not be allowed"). 

As per claims 11, 30 and 40, Lindgren teaches claim 10/29/39 wherein said step 
includes disabling for a predetermined disabling time period (C1, L15-20 teaches 
"situations in which a call request may not be allowed", including having an unpaid bill 
which would have a predetermined disabling time until said bill is fully paid and then 
service is restored). 
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As per claims 12, 31 and 39, Lindgren teaches claim 10/28/38 further 
comprising a step detecting establishment a radio access bearer, and responsive 
thereto activating step disabling the step selectively controlling access the network for 
an emergency network access (C1, L15-20 teaches "situations in which a call request 
may not be allowed" AND C1 , L40-45 teaches "allowing special treatment of emergency 
calls, so that such a call can be successful even though another voice call would not be 
allowed"). 

As per claims 13 and 41, Lindgren teaches claim 12/39, further comprising 
activating the step of disabling the step of selectively controlling access to the network 
only for the emergency call network access associated with that radio access bearer 
(C2, L8-59 teaches a mobile within a specified network which will control access to said 
mobile depending upon if an emergency call is made and thereby supported via a radio 
access bearer, see L41-59. Also see C3, L59-67 which discusses "setting up voice 
bearers" to carry emergency voice call). 

As per claim 14, Lindgren teaches claim 10, further comprising terminating said 
disabling step responsive to a control signal (C1, L15-23 and C2, L41-59). 

As per claims 15 and 31-32, Lindgren teaches claim 6/28 further comprising the 
step receiving the network access information from the core network (see figure 1 and 
(C1, L15-23 and C2, L41-59). 

As per claims 16, 33, 36 and 42, Lindgren teaches claim 1/20/35/35 further 
comprising the step of detecting termination of an emergency call, and, responsive 
thereto, the step of enabling the means for selectively controlling access to the network 
(C1, L15-23 and C2, L41-59 teaches selectively allowing access to a mobile user for 
emergency calls. Hence after an emergency call is made, the user will be denied 
access for normal phone calls that are not emergencies). 

As per claims 17, 34 and 45, Lindgren teaches claim 1/26/35 further comprising 
the step providing the method 3GPP mobile communication system and/or a RAN (C1, 
L23-32 and C2, L60-65 teach 3 rd generation networks. See figure 1 for RNC in the RAN 
network elements). 
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As per claim 38, Lindgren teaches claim 36 wherein the means identifying 
request emergency call comprises input means for receiving an emergency indicator 
from the core network (C2, L35-40 teaches the user dialing/inputting "91 1" and the 
network analyzing these numbers and reacting accordingly, eg. routing the phone call). 

Claims 43-44 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lindgren/Sagers/Kowaguchi and further in view of Choi et al. US 6,594,492. 

As per claims 43-44, Lindgren teaches claim 35 but is silent on further 
including means for receiving an indication of emergency call on relocation call to 
access network AND/OR further including means transmitting an indication the 
emergency call on relocation of the call another access network. 

The primary examiner notes that Lindgren does discuss the fact that the user 
may be roaming (C5, L12-22) and determining the "identity of the locally geographic 
VoIP call server that should receive the forthcoming call control signals from the mobile 
phone" which suggests Lindgren does understand that the location of the mobile user is 
important and must be determined. Also, since the call is an emergency call, a 
handover (eg. relocation of the call to another network) must be supported as well. 

Sagers teaches a method of inhibiting radio communications based on location 
whereby the dispatch center sends a message to the device (eg. based on it's location) 
which turns off/on the device (C3, L56 to C4, L34, specifically C4, L5-8). The examiner 
also notes that Kowaguchi teaches a mobile device that can determine it's own 
location and then use an inhibit table to turn itself Off/On (Abstract), eg. no "network 
access information" is needed to be received from the network. 

Choi teaches handing off an emergency call (C6, L42-53): 

"...Reference is now made to FIG. 5 wherein there is shown a 
message flow and network operation diagram illustrating use of 
an information request message in accordance with the present 
invention to request call related information following inter- 
exchange hand-off of an emergency services call. An emergency 
services call (e.g., a 911 call) 500 is currently in existence 
and has proceeded through a completed inter-exchange hand-off. 
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Thus, both a serving exchange 502 and an anchor exchange 504 are 
implicated in handling the call 500 between a mobile station 506 
and an emergency services center 508. .." 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 

modify Lindgren, such that it includes means for receiving an indication of emergency 

call on relocation call to access network AND/OR further including means transmitting 

an indication the emergency call on relocation of the call to another access network, to 

provide means for supporting the emergency call during relocation/handoff. 



Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen M. D'Agosta whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7862. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8am to 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bill Trost can be reached on 571-272-7872. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




